
From: 
To: 
CC: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Wu, Jennifer 
King, Amy 
Hiser, Elizabeth; Kress, Erin; Carlin, Jayne 
7/3/2014 12:28:02 PM 
RE: OR CZARA: Revised Landslide and Draft Pesticide Review 

Thanks Amy, Erin, and Elizabeth. This is extremely helpful and works well for the pesticide review 
team time-wise. The spreadsheet and work that you all did reflect exactly what we're trying to get at. I 
was glad to see that you looked at the actual comment letter and reference, and edited the spreadsheet 
we gave to you. Again, this will be very useful for the team and for recommendations we have to 
eventually make to management. 

I'm going to see if our library can get access to the article below. I also was able to access the file on 
sharepoint and will get back to you on your question re: the Dent and Robben, 2000 citation I had put 
down for the NWEA letter. Have a good long weekend - Jenny 

From: King, Amy <amy.king@tetratech.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 1, 2014 2:30PM 
To: Wu, Jennifer 
Cc: Hiser, Elizabeth; Kress, Erin; Carlin, Jayne 
Subject: RE: OR CZARA: Revised Landslide and Draft Pesticide Review 

Hi Jenny, 
As mentioned yesterday, attached is the updated file for pesticides. Could not locate one reference (below), but everything 
else from the list you provided has been addressed. 

Norris, L.A. and P. Charlton. 1995. Determination of the effectiveness of herbicide buffer zones in protecting water quality, p. 147-152. 
In: G.J. Doucet, C. Sequin, and M. Giguere (eds.). Proceedings: Fifth International Symposium on Environmental Concerns in Rights
of-way Management. 9/19-22/1993. Hydro-Quebec, Montreal, Canada. 

Please let me know if you want to touch base on anything. 
Thanks, Amy 

From: King, Amy 
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2014 4:30PM 
To: 'Carlin, Jayne'; 'Henning, Alan'; 'Wu, Jennifer'; 'Solloway, Chris'; 'Waye, Don'; 'allison.castellan@noaa.gov'; 'Rueda, Helen' 
Cc: Hiser, Elizabeth; Kress, Erin 
Subject: OR CZARA: Revised Landslide and Draft Pesticide Review 

Hello all, 
Following up on our work from last week, attached is a tracking file that contains the continued landslides review as well as 
the preliminary pesticides review. Some notes: 

For the landslides, we are at a point where we need to communicate with Chris and/or others before making 
additional progress. 

For the pesticides, we have a handful of references remaining to review, but will finish this up Tuesday and send an 
updated copy to Jenny (Jenny, we made it through all of the references from last week and some of them from this 
morning). 

Look forward to connecting more soon. 
Thanks, Amy 

From: King, Amy 
Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 2:04 PM 
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To: 'Carlin, Jayne'; Henning, Alan; Wu, Jennifer; Solloway, Chris; Waye, Don; allison.castellan@noaa.gov; Rueda, Helen 
Cc: Hiser, Elizabeth 
Subject: OR CZARA: Draft Landslide Review 

Hi all, 
Attached please find a copy of the reference review for the landslide comments completed to date (draft for Task 5). We 
have some more references to obtain and/or review for accuracy, but quite a few are addressed. And below is some 

information regarding color coding/notes/questions. 

Hopefully this provides some useful information for the landslides call tomorrow (we will continue to move forward, but 
wanted to share the current version to keep things moving forward). Also, please note, if you all still have comments on the 

format of the tracking tables, we can definitely update. This is a good time to make changes. 

Thinking forward ... 
Jenny, do you have a timeline for providing a list of references for the pesticides comments? Even a preliminary list can get 

us started on those. 

Thanks, Amy 

Key/Coding: 

Notes: 

Chris provided some summary comment tables that had red/blue font. When these were inserted to the 

spreadsheet, the font color was maintained consistent with the file from Chris. 

When new comments were added (not in "Coded" spreadsheet or info from Chris), included comment# and"-?" 

in comment code. 

Where multiple references for the same comment, these are included on separate rows and comment is repeated, 

but shaded in light grey. 

Where we have not yet obtained a full reference to review or there is a question on the accuracy of the citation 
provided, the citation is shaded in yellow. 

Letters 57 and 77 have been included for landslide comments only ... other references in those letters were not 
added to the "working tab". 

Same as above for the response letter from the State. 

Questions: 

If a comment includes a reference and that specific reference includes a citation, should we also obtain that citation 
and verify the accuracy? This occurred in the Oregon Wild letter (#58) as well as a declaration letter in the NWEA 
letter (#57). 

In regards to the last bullet in "key/coding" above, how much should we pursue references if the provided citations 

do not appear accurate? This will likely require some discussion, but we wanted to bring it up. 
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